
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

  

Journal Name: Asian Journal of Research and Review in Physics  

Manuscript Number: Ms_AJR2P_53869 

Title of the Manuscript:  Investigation of the Effect of Highway Runoff along Lagos-Badagry Expressway Using Electrical Resistivity Tomography and Physiochemical Methods 

Type of the Article Original research Article 
 

 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 
PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

This paper presents geophysical and physiochemical results carried out on three locations 
along Lagos-Badagry Expressway, Southwest, Nigeria.  
The subject and results of the manuscript may be valuable. But the paper is very poorly 
organized and needs to be rearranged. I proposed a number of changes to the document 
(Ms_AJR2P_53869_correction_propasals.doc). Following the changes in this document, 
the manuscript must be revised and needs to be re-evaluated. 
 

The Revised Manuscript has been rearranged as suggested by the Reviewer 
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